JACK J* ViAITR 

2905 Longshore Avenue 

Philadelphia, pa* 19149 

Hc-voiaijer 20, 1966 



;Ar# bob Considinej 

have just read your article publiohod under today's date in the 
PhlLAj.'fLPiilA IKQUIKrjft and which is ironically entitled DXSPM.LING THL SMOG 
OVh'K KfuNNEDY DFATh* I respectfully ask that you have the courtesy t© read 
this letter of comment# 

First of all, may I state that I have no exe to grind# I am not 
a YtTiter, and I have no profits to be made through interest in tnis subject# 
.jy interest is tiiat of au acUiiirer of President Kennedy# 

Since I wondr-r just Y?hat you do really know abaut the subject you 
were presumptuous enough to write about in today's newspapers, I feel it only 
fair to state my own qualifications for writing to you about it# I read the 
WAItfn^ liFPOKT in October 1964, and have referred to it continuously since that 
original reading. I have read throe of the supplements te that keport, and 
hope to find time to eventually read the other 23 voliuaes# You may be disgusced 
to kxiOYJ tnat 1 have l^irthor read (and checked against the "Warren Report) such 
books as VdiliFWASii^ THE UhAI'lSWBRKD Q.0F.STIORG AdOuT PRBSiLEi.'*! KLNNLDY'S ASSA6S- 
IhATIJN, IRQUEST, WHO KILLED KENNKDY, IHE WIIhKS.SF^ and ©t cetera# From my 
reading of your column today, I seriously doubt if you have thoroughly read 
any one of tne books in this paragraph# 

As for your column of today, let me say this a Either you, as the 
writer, or I, as a reader, is pretty stupid# You can guess njy conclusion ag 
to Y/hich is which# Lay X quote you your third paragraph, as printed in the 
INQUIKl'R? consisted mainly of photog raphs and X rays taken during the 

autopsy perfonned on JFK* s corpse at l iethesda (?&d#) Maval Hospital, after 
White House aide Kenneth O'Donnell and several Secret Servico^luerr* 1 i teraTly 
wrenched theai from Texas doctors and police at the Dallas hospital where the 
President drew Ms last breath’*# THESE PHOTOS WERE TAKER Ih MAhYLAI^iD, .'SUT 
ViLKE COMFISCAIED HOJRS 51LF'OI'CF> , IN ITXA.S? Did you really writ© this nonsensical 
contradiction? * 

A couple of paragraphs farther down, you make reference to Hr# 
harold Weisberg’s book VdJlTEWAi^H, and you say this book is 'laoed with ludicrous 
chargee of dark conspiracy”. '^Ludicrous’* means laughable, and as far as I ani 
concerned, the death <5f Pr-t^sideni Kercaedy is in no way a laughing matter, but 
if it were not out of place to use the word “ludicrous”, the word certeinly 
would not apply to the scri.yus work by Mr. We^eberg, but t© your own unresearchod 
and in part stupid, column, as it is printed in the paper I read# 

Under your heading about ”Crass Gomiiieroialisia” used in tne Inquirer, 
you have this to say: '‘Ihe >Varren Ccnmiission report# . .declares that the first 
of throe bullets fired from Oswald's gun struck the President in the back of 
the neck, NOT 'HILCXV HIS SHOULDEJi* ’*• i^otMr instance proving tnat you are not 
very fandliar with the Report or it's supplements# If yeu have the government's 



owi printing of the Report (if not, maybe you mifht try to find a copy someday), 
I wauld sugicest that you turn to page 92. There you will find the Report 
telling you that a bullet entered President Kennedy’s suit coat and also 
his Siiirt - and it dotails just wner© these bullet holes are located# To 
gave you the trouble of looking it up, I will tell you (taken from this page 
of the ^»arren Report) s The bullet hoi© in tho suit jacket is located at a 
point inches below the top of t;ie collar# The bullet hole in the shirt 

is located 5-2/4 inches below the top of the collar# bo you still contend 
that the Report does not describe a "back wound *^? Tho:o are other instances 
where the Report or it’s supplements uses the term “back wound", but I am 
not getting paid to do your research for you - I merely v/anted to point out 
that you did not seem to take tho view that you owed your readers a column 
waicli pertains to something you are qualified to write about# ke a columnist, 

I would aanume you have an obligation to know what you are v/riting about# 
Incidental j.y, photographs of the suit jacket and the shirt, cotuplobo with 
bullet holes, are reproduced in the Yiarren records, just in ease you’d like 
to see pictures rather tlum take the trouble of reading words# 

I admired John F# Kennedy# He not soluo member of the Mafia 
to be shot dovin and then forgotten# He was th© President of the United States# 
If tiie real assassin has not been brought to justice, or if only one member 
of the conspiracy has been dealt with, then logical Americans should welcome 
as much further investigation as it may take to make the ascasslne knov/n# 

I have stated before that X am no v/riter, and have no axe to grind, 
or profits to be made# I do v/onder what ax© responsible writers have to grixid 
Tdien they ridicule those people wh© v/ant the truth to be mad© knevzn# 

I woulid appreciate the courtesy of a reply - but i would much moi© 
appreoiJAto a new ooluran wfdch adinita tho fallacy of th© one referred to in 
this lette»# 




